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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136 (a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Low et al, 
"Anonymous Credit Cards" IEEE Symposium on Research in Security and Privacy, 1994, p. 1-10. 

Low teaches a server with a program for providing privacy to consumers for generating a 
pseudo-identity that can be used to browse, register, purchase, pay for, and take delivery of 
goods, the pseudo-identity permitting the seller to access a purchase demand associated with the 
pseudo-identity, the pseudo-identity permitting a financial institution to see payment information 
(see at least p. 1-3). Low also teaches the seller cannot identify the user (see at least p. 1-3) and 
the financial institute cannot identify the goods (see at least abstract). Low does not show that a 
freight company delivers the goods or that it cannot identify the goods. However, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
implemented a freight company for delivering the goods in Low since the delivery would have 
completed the transaction between the customer and the store particularly in the case where the 
credit card is used in mail order transactions. It also would have been obvious that the freight 
company is unaware of the goods sent since this is well known in the mail delivery art for at least 
privacy concerns of the customer. It also would have been obvious to have used the pseudonym 
of Low in Internet based browsing since this would have been adopted for the intended use of 
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maintaining anonymity as desired in Low and since anonymous browsing is well known in the art 
for the user's protection and convenience. 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



Hauser et al., "On Shopping Incognito", 3/1996 teaches anonymous browsing (p. 2-4). 
Gabber et al, "How to Make Personalized Web Browsing Simple, Secure, and Anonymous" 
Financial Cryptography '97, 2/1997, whole document esp. abstract, p.1-2, 1 1-12). 
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or faxed to: 

(703) 308-1396, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
(for informal or draft communications, please label "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington. VA., 
Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to M Kemper, whose telephone number is 703-305-9589. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:30-6:00. The examiner can also be reached on 
alternate Fridays. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wynn Coggins, can be reached at 703-308-1344. Any inquiry of a general nature or 
relating to the status of this application should be directed to the Group receptionist whose 
telephone number is 703-305-3900. 
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